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REMARKS 

Reconsideradon and allowaace are respectfully requested^^^ the following 

remarics. 

Claims 1-27 remain pending- All claims are as originally filed: 
Relccfloa of Claims 1-27 

On page 2 of the Final Office Action of March 29, 2005, the Examiner rejected 
claims 1-27 under 35 U.S:C. 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by U:S. Patent No: 
5,606,596 to Jajnetal. ("Mn'O- Applicants respectfiilly traverse the rejection of all claims. 

Independent claim 1 is directed to a mediod. of establishing one of a group of network 
links on a computer system. The mefliod includes associating one or.mcire ahemative 
Ile^vork links with one or more of the network links/requestingafirst network link of die 
group of network links, initiatfeg the first network link, detemiiniiigw^ 
alternative network link designation is associated withthe.firstnetwoik link, and if the 
initiadng of die first network tijik fails to ^tahlish the firstnetwork linkand if the particular 
alternative network designation is associated with die fust network link, initiating a particular 
network link of the group of network links based on die particular alternative network Unk 
designation. Applicants submit thpt Mn fails to.disclose or suggest each and every of claim 
1. 

Jain teaches a method and a system for locating mobite users in a personal 
communication s>stem (PCS). Fig, 1 of Ja^ shows an exemplary netwo^rk.conSguratxon. 
Jain discloses at least two methods for locating mobile users, per-us^ location caching and 
per-user forwarding (Jain, at col 2y l^^^ 

Typically, when a user moves from one Registration Area (RA) to another, a Home 
Location Register (HLR) is updated to include the ufiex's current location (^ Jaht atcoL 6, 
lines 18-19). With respect to the per-user location caching method of Jain, when a user's 
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location is found, the user's locatioo is stored in a memory, called a cache, at a RA of a 
calling user, for exatnple, RA i (see Jam, at col. 6, lines 1 9-23). A subsequent call from a 
calling user in RA i to fte sanie called user will cause the cache at RA itobe read. If tilie 
called user's location is found in the cache (a cache hit) and indicates the called user's 
location as, for example, RA j, then a Visitor Location Register ( VLR) at j is queried If the 
called user is still located in RAj, then the VLRatj ietxinis enough information to route the 
call to the called user. If either the called user's location is not in the cache, or tte VLR at j 
docs not have the called user - s location information, then the called user*s HLR will be 
queried for the called user's location mformation (known as the basic strategy) (see Jain, at 
coL 6, lines 24-27). 

With respect to the per-user fonvarding, wheix a mob^^ 
b, the user- s equipment infonns the switch at RA b that it arrived from RA a (see Jam, at col. 
10, lines 23-25). Switch b then exchanges messages with switch a such that a forcvardii3^ 
pointer fiom a to b is set up without invoking the user -s HLR (see Jain/ at coL 10, lines 29- 
31). A subsequent call from a calling user via another switch to the same us» (called user) 
will caiise the called user's HLR to be queried for location information agtid, ^ a. result, the 
HLR will renim an out-of-date pointer to RA a (see Jain, at col. 10, lines 31-33). The pointer 
from a to b will then be folio wed to determine the correct location (see Jain, at col. 10^ lines 
33-35), 

Applicants wish to point out that . the process of obtaining location information about 
the u^r ha s absolutely notfting to do with failure of a network link . For example^ with 
r^ect to the per-user location caching method, when a call is made and the called user's 
location informationc^annot be found in the cache at the RA of the calling user, this is not a 
network link failure. In fact, a connection for obtaining data from the cache of the RA was 
successful. Instead, what occuired was only a failed attempt to obtain the called user^s 
location via the cache because the information was no longer located in the cache. The 
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called user^^s location may still be obtained by querying tb^ called u5er*s.HLR, Qnce, the 
eaUed user's location information is obtained, -t^^ call can then be established to the called 
usei- 

Qn page 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner alleged that Jain, at col. 2, Hnes 64-67, 
discloses associating one or more aitOTiative network link designations with one or more of 
tiie network links. Applicants disagree! 

Jain, at col 2, lines 62-67, discloses: 

In carrying out the above objects and other objects of the present invention a 
.method is provided for locatmg nomadic users in a Personal Communication 
Services (PCS) system having a plurality of registration areas wherein each 
user is identified with a home database and each registration area is identified 
with a visiting database. 

As previously discussed,, mobile users may move from one RA to another RA, The 
above-cited portion of Jam refers a method for locating mobile users, in a PCS system diat 
has multiple RAs. Each, user is identified or associated with a home database (HLR) and 
each RA is idei^ed or associated with a visiting database (VLR). Applicant submits that 
this portioi^ or any other portion of Jain fails to disclose or suggest alternative network link 
designations. A user being associated with ah HLR is not equivalent to a netvvo 
designation being associated with a network link. I1ie user is neidier a network link 
designation nor a network link. The IflLR refers to a database and is also not a netwoik Imk 
designation or a network link. Further, a RA being associated wifli a VLR is not equivalent 
to a network link designation being associated with a network link. A RA is an area served 
byone switch and is comprised of one or more radio port coverage areas <>r cells (see Jain, at 
coL 5, lines26r28).. A VLR is a database. Thus, Jam feils to disclose or suggest associating 
bne or more alternative network link designations with one or more of the network links^ as 
required by claim i . 

On page 2.of .the Office Acti<m, the Examiner alleged that Jain, at coL 6, line 8^ 
discloses requesting a first network link of the group of netwoik: links. Applicants disagree. 
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Jain» at col. 6, lines 7-H, discloses: 

For sin^Ucify, it is assumed tiiat message sizes are equal for diiferent types 
of transactions (e.g.^ location request, registration and dcregistration), for 
both query and update invocations as well as their associated response 

messages. 

Thu^, Jain discloses different types of transactions including location r^uest, 
registration and deregisttation. Obviously, a location request concerns making a request to 
determine the location of a user. Registration retesrs to updating the IILR regarding a user's 
location mformation (see |am, at coL 2, lines 30-31), Der^gistration refers to informing a 
VLRof a RA fiom which a user has moved to delete mformation about the user. Applicants 
submjtthat this portion of lain has noaiing to do with requesting a ftrst network link of the 
group of network links, as required by claim 3 . 

Onpage 2 of the Office Action, the Examineralleged that iain, atcol/a, lin 1-2. 
discloses initiating the first network link. Applicants disagree:. 

Jain at cot 2, line 67 through coL 3, line 3, dkcloses: 

Themethod includes the step of collecting, data based on the user^ location in 
a first registration area obtained during a first PCS call to the user from a 
second registration area. 

Thus, Jdn discloses that a first PCS call was made to a usee from anotiier RA. In 
order for the user to be called, the user's location information must first be obtained. The 
location information obtained during the first PCS call may be ^ved or collected. The 
above-cited portion of Jain says nothing about initiating a first networic link, as required by 
claim L 

On page 2 of the Office Action^ the Examiner alleged that Jain discloses, at cnl . % 
lines 8- to, determining whether a particular alternative network 
wifhthe first network link. Aj^licants disagree. 

Asmentiontai above* the cited portion of Jam discloses different types of tran^ctions 
mcluding location request, registration and deregistration. A location request concerns 
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making a request to determine the loca^iqn of a user. Registration refers to updating the HLR 
regarding a user's location infoimation (see Mo^ at coL 2, lines 30-31). Deregistralion refers 
toinforminga VXR of a RA fiom which a user has moved to delete information about the 
user. Applicants suljmit thatthis portion of Jain has nothing to do with determining whether 
a particular alternative network link designation is associated with the first network link, as 
requiredby claim I. This portion of Jam refers to transactions.for keeping location 
Information Of a user up-to-date. Apphcants fiirther submit that no portion of Jain discloses 
or suggests determining whether a particmlar alternative network lirik designation is 
associated with the first network link, as required by claim 1 . 

On page 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner alleged that Jain, at coL 3, lines 9-1 1, 
discloses that if tlie initiating of the first netwQidk l ink feils to establish the first network link 
and if the partic ular alternative network designation is associated witij the first network link, 
initiating a particnlar network link of the group of network links based on the particular 
alternative network Imk designation, as required by. claim I . Applicants disagree. 

As mentioned, above, the cited portion of Jain discloses different types of transactions 
including location request, registration and deregistrati<Mi. This portion of Jain refers to 
transactions for keeping location information of a user up-to-date. This portion of Jain, as 
well any otherportion of Jain, is completely silent regarding the above-mentioned feature 
required by claim L 

Because Jain . fails to disclose or suggest each and every feature required by claim 1^ 
Applicants submit that claim 1 is iK)t anticipated by Jain and respectfully request that the 
rejection of claim I be withdrawn. 

Claims 2-7 depend from claim 1 and are not anticipated by Jain for at least the 
reasons discussed with respect to claim 1 . Therefore, Applicants respectfiilly request that the 
rejection of claims 2-7 be withdrawn. 
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Independent clahns 8, 15 arid 22: recite features simUar to. those of 1 and are not 
anticipated by Jain for at leastTeasons similar to those provided with respect, to claim L 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claims 8, 15 and 22 be 
withdrawn. 

Claims 9-14, 16^21 and;23-27 depend fiom one of claims.S. 15 or 22 and are 
patentable for the reasons disciissisd above with respect to claims 8, 15 and 22. Therefore, 
Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of claims 9-14, 16-21 and 23-27 be 
withdrawn. 

CONCLUSION 

Havihig addressed all rejections. Applicants respectfully submitthat the subject 
application is in condition for allowance and a Notice to that effect is earnestly solicited. , 



Respectfully submitted. 



Date: August 26, 2005 




Correspondence Address: 
Customer No. 49657 



Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No. 35,499. 



Richard C. Irving 



Phone: 410-414-3056 
Fax No; -410-510-1433 
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